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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

1 . Acknowledgment is made of the amendment filed by the applicant on 6/27/2006, 
in which: 

2. Independent claim 24 was amended; 

3. Claims 1-49 are currently pending in U.S. Application Serial No. 10/728,058 and 
an Office Action on the merits follows. 



Application/Control Number: 10/728,058 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2628 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

I . The following is a quotation of 36 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3, 10, 12, 14, 24, 25 and 29, 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Eric et al. ("Flash MX Tutorials"), and further in view 
of Ueno et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6483609). 

5. Note with respect to claim 1 . 

6. Eric et al. teaches: 

7. A method of transitioning between two high resolution images in a slideshow, 
said method comprising: 

8. Replacing a first image with a compressed first image; (pg 30-31, Modify bitmap 
compression) 

9. Fading out said compressed copy of said first image to reveal a second image 
(pg 32-36, all steps). ' 

10. However, Eric does note expressly teach: 

I I . Replacing a first image with a lower resolution copy of said first image; 
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12. Ueno et al. teaches: 

13. Converting high-resolution image data into low-resolution image data and 
furthermore compressing the data (col. 2, line 46-54). 

14. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art modify 
the image compression step of Eric et al. to convert an image to a lower resolution prior 
to compression as taught by Ueno et al., because this will reduce the transmitted or 
stored data amount. 



15. Note with respect to claim 2 , 

16. Eric et al. does not expressly teach: 

17. The method of claim 1 , further comprising disabling a graphic overlay and 
displaying said first image prior to replacing first image. 

18. However, it is well known in the art, to select all unwanted objects (including 
graphic overlays) and delete (clear) them as desired. 

19. Further, Eric et al. teaches deleting keyframes if it has been added by mistake 
(pg 32, "Note" under step 8 of "Edit a symbol"). 

20. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art apply 
the method of disabling a graphic overlay and displaying said first image to the 
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teachings of Eric et al., because this will allow the prevention of displaying unwanted 
images. 



21. Note with respect to claim 3 . 

22. Eric et al. teaches: 

23. The method of claim 1 , further comprising pointing a video overlay at said first 
image to display said first image prior to said replacing of said first image (pg 30-31, 
Modify bitmap compression). 

24. The process of importing an image and modifying the bitmap compression as 
taught by Eric et al., while utilizing a preview window, inherently show that he first 
(original) image is displayed prior to replacing it. 

25. Further, the examiner under stood the step of "pointing a video overlay at first 
image" as the equivalent to the step of displaying the first image. The video overlay, as 
recited by applicant, is merely the step or method of displaying an image in the video 
buffer. 

26. As discussed above, to import an image for compression, inherently displays the 
image on the workspace of Flash MX. 



t • 
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27. Note with respect to claims 10 and 12 . 

28. Eric et al. teaches: 

29. The method of claim 1, wherein said first/second image is a still image (pg 29-30, 
import images into the library). 



30. Note with respect to claim 14 . 

31 . Eric et al. does not expressly teach: 

32. The method of claim 1 , further comprising centering and resizing said first and 
second images to fit respective buffers prior to said replacing said first image. 

33. However, Eric et al. teaches the alignment of objects relative to one another, and 
the alignment of objects relative to the workspace/stage (pg 42, step 6 "Align buttons"). 

34. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the alignment teachings of Eric et al. to align the first and second images as 
recited by applicant, because this will allow smoother transition. 
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35. Note with respect to claim 24 , 

36. Eric et al. teaches: 

37. A media viewer application (TIash MX" taught by Eric et al.) stored on a medium 
for storing processor-readable instructions, 

38. Said application comprising a slideshow function [pg 32-36, all steps], 

39. Wherein said slideshow function, when invoked, automatically displays a 
sequence of images stored on a selected storage medium to produce a slideshow [pg 
36, Test the movie]. 

40. Fading out said compressed copy of said first image to reveal a second image 
[pg 32-36, all steps]. 

41 . However, Eric does note expressly teach: 

42. Replacing a first image with a lower resolution copy of said first image; 

43. Ueno et al. teaches: 

44. Converting high-resolution image data into low-resolution image data and 
furthermore compressing the data (col. 2, line 46-54). 

45. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art modify 
the image compression step of Eric et al. to convert an image to a lower resolution prior 
to compression as taught by Ueno et al., because this will reduce the transmitted or 
stored data amount. 
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46. Note with respect to claim 25 , claim 25 is similar in scope to the claim 3, thus the 
rejections to claim 3 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 25. 



47. Note with respect to claims 29 and 31 , claims 29 and 31 are similar in scope to 
the claims 10 and 12, thus the rejections to claims 10 and 12 hereinabove are also 
applicable to claims 29 and 31. 



* 
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48. Claims 4-9, 11,13, 26-28, 15-23, 30, 32 and 33-49 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Eric et al., in view of Ueno et a!., and 
further in view of Torres et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6738075). 

49. Note with respect to claims 4 and 9 , 

50. Eric et al. does not expressly teach: 

51 . The method of claim 1 , further comprising storing said first image in first video 
buffer. And; 

52. The method of claim 1, further comprising storing said second image in a second 
video buffer. 

53. However, Torres et al. teaches: 

54. A massive storage device 122 (col. 3, line 61). It is inherent for a storage device 
to have plural storage locations (first/second video buffers). 

55. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art to 
store the first and second images taught by Eric et al. to the storage device of Torres et 
al., because the method of Eric et al. will not be able function without storing data in a 
storage device. 
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56. Note with respect to claim 5 , 

57. Eric et al. teaches: 

58. The method of claim 3, further comprising making said lower resolution copy of 
said first image as discussed above with respect to claim 1 . 

59. However, Eric et al. does not expressly teach: 

60. Storing said lower resolution copy of said first image in a graphic buffer. 

61 . Torres et al. teaches: 

62. A DRAM 126 that is used to store still image and graphics data, wherein said 
graphic data is used as an overlay to video (col. 4, line 29-33) (col. 5, line 25-34). 

63. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art to 
store the lower resolution copy taught by Eric et al. into the DRAM taught by Torres et 
al., because the method of Eric et al. will not be able function without storing data in a 
storage device. 



64. 
65. 
66. 



Note with respect to claim 6 , 

Eric et al. does not expressly teach: 

The method of claim 5, further comprising: 
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67. Pointing a graphic overlay at said lower resolution copy of said first image and 
enabling said graphic overlay. 

68. However, Torres et al teaches, a mixer that overlay graphic data from the DRAM, 
discussed above, to video (col. 5, line 25-34). 

69. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art to 
consider the lower resolution copy of said first image as a graphic overlay to the first 
image and display it as recited in claim 5, because this will enable a more efficient 
transitioning process 



70. Note with respect to claim 7 . 

71 . Eric et al. does not expressly teach: 

72. The method of claim 6, further comprising completely covering a display of said 
first image with said graphic overlay of said lower resolution copy of said first image. 

73. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art to completely 
cover said first image with a with said graphic overlay of said lower resolution copy of 
first image, because not being able to completely cover the higher resolution image will 
be less efficient during special effect transition. 
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74. Note with respect to claim 8 , 

75. Eric et al. teaches: 

76. The method of claim 6, further comprising pointing said video overlay at said 
second image before fading out said lower resolution copy of said first image to reveal 
said second image [pg 32-36, all steps]. 

77. Note with respect to claims 1 1 and 13 . 

78. Eric et al. does not expressly teach: 

79. The method of claim 1 , wherein said first/second image is a frame of a video clip. 

80. However, Torres et al. teaches: 

81 . Creating a slideshow from randomly selected ones of a heterogeneous media 
objects (col. 2, line 36-50). 

82. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art to utilize a frame 
of a video clip as one of the heterogeneous media taught by Torres et al. for creating a 
slideshow as taught by Eric et al., because this will allow the user to gain access to 
added variety of data and customization. 
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83. Note with respect to claim 26 , claim 26 is similar in scope to the claim 5, thus the 
rejections to claim 5 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 26. 



84. Note with respect to claim 27 , claim 27 is similar in scope to the claims 6 and 7, 
thus the rejections to claims 6 and 7 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 27. 



85. Note with respect to claim 28 . claim 28 is similar in scope to the claim 8, thus the 
rejections to claim 8 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 28. 

86. Note with respect to claims 30 and 32 . claims 30 and 32 are similar in scope to 
the claims 11 and 13, thus the rejections to claims 11 and 13 hereinabove are also 
applicable to claims 30 and 32. 



87. Note with respect to claim 15 . claim 15 is similar in scope to the claims 4, 5, 9, 1 , 
thus the rejections to claims 4, 5, 9, 1 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 15. 
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88. Note with respect to claim 16 , claim 16 is similar in scope to the claim 3, thus the 
rejections to claim 3 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 16. 

89. Note with respect to claim 17 . claim 17 is similar in scope to the claim 5, thus the 
rejections to claim 5 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 17. 

90. Note with respect to claim 18 . claim 18 is similar in scope to the claims 6 and 7, 
thus the rejections to claims 6 and 7 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 18. 

91 . Note with respect to claim 19 . claim 19 is similar in scope to the claim 8, thus the 
rejections to claim 8 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 19. 

92. Note with respect to claims 20 and 22 . claims 20 and 22 are similar in scope to 
the claims 10 and 12, thus the rejections to claims 10 and 12 hereinabove are also 
applicable to claims 20 and 22. 



« 
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93. Note with respect to claims 21 and 23 . claims 21 and 23 are similar in scope to 
the claims 11 and 13, thus the rejections to claims 11 and 13 hereinabove are also 
applicable to claims 21 and 23. 

94. Note with respect to claim 33 , 

95. Eric teaches: 

96. The media viewer application as discussed above with respect to claim rejection 
24. 

97. However, Eric et al. does not expressly teach: 

98. A system for displaying images stored on a storage medium, said system 
comprising: 

99. A video monitor; and 

100. A device for reading a data storage medium and outputting a signal to said video 
monitor. 

101. Torres et al. teaches: 

102. A system for displaying images stored on a storage medium, said system 
comprising: 

103. A video monitor ([display screen 140], col. 3, line 67); and 
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104. A device ([CPU], coL 4, line 4-5) for reading a data storage medium and 
outputting a signal to said video monitor (col. 3, line 51 - col.4 line 23). 

105. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art to 
apply the system teachings of Torres et al. to the media viewer application teaching of 
Eric et a!., because the user would not be able to utilize the application without the 
system recited above. 

106. Note with respect to claims 34-39 . it is well known in the art to apply said device 
for reading said data storage medium to the different devices as recited by applicant. 

107. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art to 
utilize the different devices recited by applicant, because they are merely different 
devices capable of carrying out the same function. 

108. Note with respect to claim 40 . claim 40 is similar in scope to the claim 16, thus 
the rejections to claim 16 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 40. 



109. Note with respect to claim 41 , claim 41 is similar in scope to the claim 17, thus 
the rejections to claim 17 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 41. 
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110. Note with respect to claim 42 > claim 42 is similar in scope to the claim 18, thus 
the rejections to claim 18 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 42. 

111. Note with respect to claim 43 . claim 43 is similar in scope to the claim 19, thus 
the rejections to claim 19 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 43. 

112. Note with respect to claim 44 . claim 44 is similar in scope to the claim 33, thus 
the rejections to claim 33 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 44. 

113. Note with respect to claims 45-48 , claims 45-48 are similar in scope to the claims 
34-37, thus the rejections to claims 34-37 hereinabove are also applicable to claims 45- 
48. 



114. Note with respect to claim 49 . claim 49 is similar in scope to the claim 24, thus 
the rejections to claim 24 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 49. 
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Response to Arguments 

115. Applicant's arguments filed 6/27/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

116. Note with respect to claims 1 and 24 , 
The applicant argues: 

a) Flash and Ueno references do not teach or suggest the claimed method of 
transitioning between images in a slideshow. 

[in response to applicant's arguments, the recitation slideshow 
has not been given patentable weight because the recitation 
occurs in the preamble, A preamble is generally not accorded 
any patentable weight where it merely recites the purpose of a 
process or the intended use of a structure, and where the body 
of the claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness 
but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are 
able to stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 
15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F,2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 

478, 481 (CCPA 1951).] 

b) Flash and Ueno References do not teach or suggest, in a slideshow, 
replacing a displayed first image witli a lower resolution copy of the 
same image and then fading out the lower resolution copy to reveal a 
second image. Wherein. Flash reference teaches transitioning between 



4 
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three different images of views, in contrast to replacing a high-res image 
with a low-res copy of the same image as claimed. 

[Refer to the examiner' s response to the applicant arguments 
above, regarding the limitation of a slideshow occurring in 
the preamble. 

Further, the applicant does not disclose in the claim the 
first image being displayed. However, the steps taught by- 
Flash regarding importing an image and changing the 
compression utilizes a library window, within which the image 
is displayed prior to changing the compression (pg 30-31 
Flash, Modify Bitmap Compression" ) . 

Note further, as discussed in the previously presented action, 
fading three different images as a transition effect from one 
to another is the equivalent to fading the fist image to 
reveal a second image, wherein the Examiner, in the previously 
presented action, discussed that it is known to compress image 

data (such as the first image) to conserve memory.] 

c) Ueno reference teaches compressing different layers or components of a 
single image that has been scanned. Ueno does not teach or suggest 
anything about a slideshow. 

[The Ueno reference, as a secondary reference, is not required 
physically to disclose the limitation of changing a high- 
resolution image to a low-resolution image. However, the Ueno 
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reference clearly suggests the teaching of changing a high- 
resolution image to a low-resolution image (col. 2, line 46- 
54) . Therefore, modifying the compression teachings of Flash 
to include the features (compression process involving 
changing a high- resolution image to a low- resolution image) is 

suggested by the Ueno reference,] 



117. Note with respect to claims 4-9. 26-28 and 33-49 . 
The applicant argues: 

a) As with Flash and Ueno references, Torres reference does not teach or 
suggest the subject matter of a slideshow configured to replace a first 
image with a lower resolution copy of said first image and then fade out 
said lower resolution copy of said first image to reveal a second image. 

[-Refer to the examiner's response to the applicant arguments 
above with respect to claim 1 and 24 above. 

Further, the examiner combined the teachings of Torres because 
of the limitations in the dependent claims not taught by the 

Flash and Ueno references,] 
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118. Note with respect to claim 15 . 
The applicant argues: 

a) The Office Action does not include independent claim 15 and its dependent 
claims, by claiming them to be similar in scope to independent claim 1 . 

[The examiner clearly states that the limitations of claim 15 
are similar in scope to claims 4-5 and 9, in addition to claim 

I. The limitations of claims 1, 4-5 and 9 constitute the 
limitations of claim 15. Therefore the rejections presented 
in the previous action with respect to claims 1, 4-5 and 9 are 

applicable to claim 15.] 

b) Flash and Ueno references fails to teach or suggest a system which a chip is 
configured to replace said first image with said lower resolution copy of 
said first image and fade out said lower resolution copy of said first 
image to reveal a second image. 

[Jt is inherent that Flash is an application that is stored on 
a system operated by a CPU (chip) to carryout the teachings, 
as recited in claims 1, 24 and 15, applied in the previously 

presented action.] 



V 
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119. Note with respect to claim 2 , 
The applicant argues: 

a) Applicant disagrees with the ofTicial notice taken by the Examiner and 
requests a reference to be cited that teaches the subject matter of claim 2. 

[The Flash reference teaches a transparency transitioning 

effect between three different images on different layers. The 
first image can be the graphic overlay, as recited by 
applicant, that fades out (disabled) to reveal the next image, 

first image of applicant.] 

120. Note with respect to claim 3 . 
The applicant argues: 

a) Flash reference does not teach or suggest or mention a video overlay that is 
pointed at a particular image to display that image. 

[Referring to the rejection presented in the previous action 

above with respect to claim 1, the imported image itself is 
the video overlay, which is placed on top of the background 
layer (best shown in step 1 of '^Create a movie clip symbol", 
pg 31) . The video overlay pointing at the first image to 
display said first image is the equivalent to the video 
overlay pointing at the address of the first image that is to 

be designated as the video overlay.] 
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Conclusion 

121. This action is made non-final because the Examiner missed addressing 
dependent claim 14 in the previous action. 

122. Statler ("Creating a JPEG slide show with XML", 
http://www.adobe.com/support/flash/applications/jpeg_slideshow_xml/) teaches: 

■ Creating a JPEG slideshow with XML using Flash. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David H. Chu whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8079. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 9:00am - 7:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark k. Zimmerman can be reached on (571) 272-7653. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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